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1. This action is responsive to the amendment filed on December 17. 2004. Claims 

1. and 17 were amended. Claims 1-20 are pending. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

3. Claims 1-2. 5-9, 12, 17-20 are. Rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lewis et al., U.S. Patent No. 6.255,943. 

Lewis teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method and 
system for monitoring network devices by passing alarm objects from a monitoring 
server to a client application (see abstract). 

As to claim 1 , Lewis teaches a method of providing notification to an operator of 
a network having a server device and a network device located on the network, the 
method comprising the steps of: 

Monitoring the network device by said server device (see figs. 2-8; col. 4, lines 
35-60, Leis discloses management servers 12 and 14 which pass objects in response to 
detected alarms in network devices); 

Detecting a signal within said server device, said signal received from the 
network device (see col. 6, lines 35-65; col. 7, lines 55-65, Lewis discloses that alarm 
conditions in the form of events are detected); 

transmitting an object from said server device to a receiving device operably 
connected to the network for notifying the operator, the object being responsive to the 
signal (see figs. 2-8; col. 6-7, Lewis discloses that an object is transmitted to a client 
application in response to detected events). 
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Lewis does not explicitly teach the limitation of an intelligent automation device. 
Lewis does teach that a management server is used to pass objects to client 
applications in response to detected network events (see figs. 2-4; col. 6-8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lewis by specifying the management server as an intelligent 
automation device since the same functionality of automatically monitoring network 
devices is achieved. 

As to claim 2, Lewis teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the receiving device 
comprises means for displaying the object (see figs. 5-8; col. 8, lines 25-65). 

As to claim 5, Lewis teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the management 
server device is a programmable logic controller (see 6-8). 

As to claim 6, Lewis teaches the method of claim I further including transmitting a 
response to the management server device (see col. 13, lines 20-45). 

As to claim 7, Lewis teaches a notification system for a network having a network 
device located on the network, the notification system comprising: 

a detector for monitoring the network device, the detector being operably 
connected to the network; a management server device operably connected and 
responsive to the detector, the management server device having an object; and a 
receiving device operably connected to the automation network, wherein 
the management server device transmits the object to the receiving device to 
notify the operator (see figs. 2-8; col. 4, lines 35-60, Leis discloses management servers 
12 and 14 which pass objects in response to detected alarms in network devices) 

Lewis does not explicitly teach the limitation of an intelligent automation device. 
Lewis does teach that a management server is used to pass objects to client 
applications in response to detected network events (see figs. 2-4; col. 6-8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lewis by specifying the management server as an intelligent 
automation device since the same functionality of automatically monitoring network 
devices is achieved. 
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Lewis fails to teach the claimed limitation of a "sensor*'. Lewis does teach that 
detector servers receive and report alarms to the alarm notification manager (see col, 4, 
lines 40-60). 

It would have been obvious to on one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lewis by specifying the detector server devices as sensor devices 
since the same functionality of detecting errors is achieved. 

As to claim 8. Lewis teaches the notification system of claim 7 wherein the 
receiving device comprises a software module to interact with the management device 
(see figs. 2-17; col. 6-9). 

As to claim 9, Lewis teaches the notification system of claim 7 wherein the 
receiving device has means for displaying the object (see figs. 22-1 7; col. 6-8). 

As to claim 12, Lewis teaches the notification system of claim 7 wherein the 
server management device is a programmable logic controller (see col. 5-8). 

Claims 17-20 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 1-13, and 
15 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lewis. 

Lewis teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method and 
system for monitoring network devices by passing alarm objects from a monitoring 
server to a client application (see abstract). 

As to claim 13, Lewis teaches the system of claim 7 above. 

Lewis fails to teach the limitations wherein the object is an XML object. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of using XML 
objects is old and well known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the tinie of the 
invention to modify Lewis by specifying XML objects. 

One would be motivated to do so to provide an extremely simple dialect of 
SGML suitable for use on the World-Wide Web. 
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5. Claims 3-4, 10-11, and 1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lewis further in view of Mukaiyama et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,631 ,407 
(referred to hereafter as Muk). 

Lewis teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method and 
system for monitoring network devices by passing alarm objects from a monitoring 
server to a client application (see abstract). 

As to claim 3, Lewis teaches the method of claim 2. 

Lewis fails to teach the limitation wherein the means for displaying the object is a 
web browser. 

However, Muk teaches a device management network that uses Java applet 
technology to report network detected events (see abstract). Muk teaches using a 
browser to display an object in a network monitoring environment (see col. 5, lines 20- 
25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lewis by specifying a browser in place of the client application to 
monitor network faults. One would be motivated to do so to allow for global monitoring 
of network faults using the Internet. 

As to claim 4, Muk teaches the method of claim 3. 

Lewis fails to teach the limitation wherein the wherein the object is a Java-like 
program. 

However, Muk teaches a device management network that uses Java applet 
technology to report network detected events (see abstract). Muk teaches using a 
Java-like program to display network faults in a network monitoring environment (see 
col. 5, lines 20-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lewis by specifying a java applet object as the reported object in 
Lewis. One would be motivated to do so to allow for real-time monitoring of network 
faults using the Internet. 

Claims 10-1 1 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 3-4 and 
therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 
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As to claim 1 5, Lewis teaches the system of claim 7 above. 

Lewis fails to teach the limitation wherein the wherein the object is an HTML 

object. 

However, Muk teaches a device management network that uses Browser 
technology to report network detected events (see abstract). Muk teaches using a 
HTML objects to display network faults in a network monitoring environment (see col. 5, 
lines 20-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lewis by specifying a HTML object as the reported object in Lewis. 
One would be motivated to do so to allow for global monitoring of network faults using 
the Internet. 

6. Claims 14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lewis further in view of Lee et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,336,137. 

Lewis teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method and 
system for monitoring network devices by passing alarm objects from a monitoring 
server to a client application (see abstract). 

As to claims 14, and 16, Lewis teaches the method of claim 7. 

Lewis fails to teach the limitation wherein the object is a wireless application 
protocol (WAP) and where the object is a WML language. 

However, Lee teaches a network having clients communicate with a server over 
a wireless network (see abstract). Lee teaches communicating using a wireless 
application protocol (WAP) and where the object is a WML language (see col. 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lewis in view of Lee so that a wireless application protocol (WAP) 
and WML language objects are used for communications. One would be motivated to 
do so to allow wireless or thin clients efficient communication with a server. 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saleh Najjar whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
4006. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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